[bookmark: _Hlk29818093][bookmark: _Hlk29817906]Give a detailed account of Alexander’s encounter with Talestris in the sources and include analysis of reasons for the differences. Focus upon Walter of Châtillon, Alexandreis 8.1-48; Quintus Curtius Rufus 6.5.24-32; Historia de preliis pp77-9. 

It has been written by many sources that Alexander the Great, king of kings, had an encounter with the queen of the amazons. Many of the sources describe a relationship between the two. The three sources discussed here include an account by Quintus Curtius Rufus in his History of Alexander in Book Six 5.24-32[footnoteRef:1], a section from the epic poem Alexandreis by the medieval poet Walter of Châtillon [footnoteRef:2] and a section of the medieval Historia de Preliis [footnoteRef:3]. The accounts of the interaction between Alexander and Talestris are fairly brief and there is no other information about the two after the event in any of these three sources. The reason for the episode to be included in these Alexander histories is unknown but the varied treatment of Alexander perhaps reflects more about the social context of the texts rather than Alexander himself. There are many different sources about Alexander’s adventures from many different times and many different places. Variations in the story raise questions about the accuracy and validity of the accounts. Scholarship can be used to attest to this as, Hayden White argues that all history is in some way a fictional narrative.[footnoteRef:4] So then it is up to the scholar to try and determine whether the source is based enough in history or at least as much based in history as possible, to be used as viable evidence. A close examination of different treatments of the same episode by different writers shows how different historical contexts can shape the narrative. It is also possible in some cases to follow a thread through the texts to identify common sources and reveal gaps. Scholars universally agree that the Amazon society did not exist and is alternatively used as myth.[footnoteRef:5]     [1:  Curts, 6.5.24-32]  [2:  Walter of Châtillon, Alexandreis 8.1-48]  [3:  Historia de preliis pp77-9]  [4:  White, 1980. pp6-7]  [5:  Kaplanis, 2009. ] 


The first source is a passage written by Quintus Curtius Rufus who was a Roman writer who completed many works throughout his years. He was one of the post Alexanderian period writers who wrote histories on Alexander the Great. He documents the life of Alexander in several different books. In book six, chapter five there is a passage that describes Alexander the Great meeting the mythical Talestris, Queen of the Amazon warriors.[footnoteRef:6] The amazons were said to have been an all women society that were trained to fight with spears, swords, javelins and other weapons. At the time Curtius Rufus’ wrote his History of Alexander women being independent, and fighting was almost unheard of for the Romans as women had a very different position in society. This can be seen in the way it was written as although the amazons had weapons, in order to use a bow, they had to ‘cauterized’ one of their breasts, due to being thought to get in the way.[footnoteRef:7] When Alexander the Great met the Amazon Queen he was portrayed in a more ordinary light with the Amazon Queen saying he was not as impressive as thought. However, there was still an element of attraction from the Queen which showed that Alexander, although ordinary, could catch the eye of a powerful women.    [6:  Curts, 6.5.24-32]  [7:  Curt, 6.5.28] 


[bookmark: _Hlk29769535]The second source was written many hundreds of years later in the medieval period by Walter of Châtilion.[footnoteRef:8] Châtilion was a poet so his writing was different to that of the previous Curtius Rufus. The main differences between the two is Curtius Rufus seems to have been trying to write a historical account, although it can not all be taken as truth, whereas Châtilion seem to take a more creative approach. This may be due to the audience the individual pieces were written for as well as when it was written. There is a definite sense that Châtilion had access to the works or Curtius Rufus, at least for the episode on the amazon’s that is the focus of this analysis. This is clearly shown by the same facts Curtius Rufus used with the addition of emphasis on artistic licensing.  [8:  Walter of Châtillon, Alexandreis 8.1-48] 


Source 3 is the Historia de Preliis which is again different from the previous two but still contains the thought that Alexander the Great and the Amazon Queen Talestris communicated. However, the Historia de Preliis suggests that the two were only in contact through letters. It also shows Alexander the Great as an arrogant man who wanted to fight and concurred everyone, including the amazon.[footnoteRef:9] The Historia de Preliis has many versions and translations. The version by Leo that is included in a modern scholarship book by Stoneman gives a translation of the alleged letters that Alexander the Great and Talestris the Queen of the Amazons.[footnoteRef:10] It is very difficult to identify where the original information that was used to write the letters included in the Historia de Preliis. Although some have suggested that it was linked to an earlier piece of Greek literature that is associated with the tradition of the Alexander Romance. The Alexander Romance is the name given to pieces of literature that were for myth than reality or as real as the historical writing scholars use.      [9:  Historia de preliis pp77-9]  [10:  Historia de preliis pp77-9 found in Stoneman.] 


All three of the previously stated sources mention contact between Alexander the Great and Talestris, Queen of Amazons. Although all three were written by different people, in different time periods and in different writing styles. This means that the information we receive from each piece is slightly different and seems to be dependent on what the society was like at the time each of the different pieces were written. Also by looking at the modern scholarship on this including the works of Charles Russell Stone, more light can be shed on the Historia de Preliis as well as Latin Alexander Romance pieces. Another piece of modern scholarship on the Talestris episode is an article by David Townsend, that includes the passages from Walter of Châtilion. The combined information from the three sources show how writing is very subjective and can often have common threads between sources that can be used to connect works with when they were used. Although it also shows that finding accurate information on an ancient topic can also be difficult, especially if there is no contemporary sources have survived to the modern period which again is linked to tracking when a work could be lost.  
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